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REMARKS 

Applicants reply to the final Office Action dated February 4, 2010 within three months. 
Claims 1-15 were pending in the application and the Examiner rejects claims 1-15. Applicants 
cancel claim 8 without prejudice to filing one or more claims having similar subject matter, in 
other applications. Support for the amendments may be found in the originally-filed 
specification, claims, and figures. No new matter has been introduced by these amendments. 
More particularly, support for the amendments can be found in, for example, Figure 1, resolution 
changing section 24 and pages 26-27 of the specification. Applicants assert that the application 
is in condition for allowance and reconsideration of the pending claims is requested. 

Applicants respectfully request that the Amended Title be entered into the Patent Office's 
records. Applicants amended the title in the Reply to Office Action filed on December 2, 2008. 
In the next office action (Final Office Action dated March 19, 2009), the Examiner indicated that 
"The amendments, filed on 12/02/2008, has been entered and made of record." 

Applicants respectfully assert that the Examiner already indicated in the Office Action 
that the amendments set forth below will obviate the rejections. Moreover, the Examiner has 
already considered the amendments, so no new search should be required. Therefore, Applicants 
assert that it does not appear necessary to file an RCE to obtain further consideration and 
allowance of this application. 

The Examiner rejects claims 1 and 5 under 35 USC 112 for omitting essential structural 
relationships. Applicants respectfully disagree, but to expedite prosecution, Applicants amend 
certain claims. Applicants agree to the Examiner's suggestion to amend claims 1 and 5 to define 
"a resolution changing section for changing a set resolution of the plurality of frames in 
accordance with the amount of shaking motion" in order to further clarify the bridge between 
elements. Applicants further amend claims 1 and 5 for consistency. Claim 8 is cancelled. 

Claims 2-4 and 6-14 variously depend from independent claims 1 and 5, so Applicants 
assert that the clarifications to claims 1 and 5 cure the dependent claims. 

The Examiner rejects claim 15 under 35 USC 112 for omitting essential steps. 
Applicants respectfully disagree, but to expedite prosecution, Applicants amend certain claims. 
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Applicants agree to the Examiner's suggestion to amend claim 15 to further define "changing a 
resolution of the plurality of frames in accordance with the amount of shaking motion" in order 
to further bridge the steps in claim 15. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the pending claims are in condition for allowance. 
The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 19-2814. Applicants invite the Examiner to telephone the 
undersigned if the Examiner has any questions regarding this Reply or the present application in 



SNELL & WILMER L.L.P. 

400 E. Van Buren 

One Arizona Center 

Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Phone: 602-382-6228 

Fax: 602-382-6070 

Email: hsobelman@swlaw.com 



general. 




Dated: April 26. 2010 
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